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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1) The examiner has received the Information Disclosure Statement (IDS), filed 
August 13, 2001. All U.S. Patent Documents were considered. The Non Patent 
Literature Documents (NPL), were not considered because the applicant failed to supply 
a copy of the documents. A request for the documents was made on August 10, 2004, 
by the examiner in a phone call to Brent Vecchia attorney Docket No. 002435. P002. All 
NPL documents will therefore be considered once received by the examiner in future 
communications with the applicant. 

Specification 

1 ) The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

Claim Objections 

1) Claim 12 is objected to because of the following minor informality: There is a 
word missing (i.e. "to"), between "object", and "determine", in the last 3 lines of the 
claim. Appropriate correction is required. 
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2) Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: The wording of 
claim 14 makes the claim unclear. Appropriate correction is required. In order for the 
examiner to advance prosecution of the application for patent the examiner has 
interpreted the claim as understood. 

3) Claim 15 is objected to because of the following minor informality: The word 
"wherein" in the first line was mistakenly repeated. One of these words needs to be 
removed. Appropriate correction is required. 

4) Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: The wording of 
claim 19 makes the claim unclear. Appropriate correction is required. In order for the 
examiner to advance prosecution of the application for patent the examiner has 
interpreted the claim as understood. 

5) Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: The wording of 
claim 21 is inconsistent with independent claim 18. Appropriate correction is required. 
In order for the examiner to advance prosecution of the application for patent the 
examiner has interpreted the claim to read as follows: 

"The system of claim 18, further comprising a remote software object associated 
with the transactional application functionally interposed between the network 
access device and an enterprise computer system of a service provider participant to 
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interface with the enterprise computer system and utilize data of the enterprise 
computer system in a method." 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC §112 

1 ) The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2) Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3) Claim 5 recites the limitation "the hub" in the last line of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. In order for the examiner to 
advance prosecution of the application for patent the examiner has interpreted the claim 
as understood. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1) The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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2) Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Page et al. (hereinafter Page), U.S. patent 5,329,619. 

3) In considering claims 1 and 7, Page teaches a method and machine-readable 
medium comprising: 

a) Receiving a request to perform a service transaction involving a plurality of 
service providers, and performing the transaction by remotely executing 
methods associated with the transaction including routing to a plurality of 
distributed networked software objects containing methods associated 
with the transaction via at least one link through a common network 
application functionally interposed between a client network access device 
and the plurality of networked software objects that controls the 
transaction, (col. 3, lines 31-48). 

4) In considering claims 2 and 8, Page further teaches the transaction including 
communicating with a virtual information store via a network protocol to determine a 
network address for a networked software object. See col. 3, lines 55-61 . 

5) In considering claims 3 and 9, Page further teaches the transaction including 
using a stub object to enable remote execution of a method of a corresponding skeleton 
object that is associated with the transaction. See col. 14, lines 30-65. 
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6) In considering claim 4, Page teaches using the stub to interact with a 
networked software object of a first service provider and a networked software object of 
a second provider. See col. 14, lines 30-65. 

7) In considering claim 5, Page teaches the stub created in real-time using a 
meta-compiler and transmitted to the broker. See col. 14, lines 30-65. 

8) In considering claims 6 and 10, Page teaches performing an N-way 
interactive transaction among an integer plurality N of service providers. See col. 52, 
lines 46-52. 

9) In considering claim 11, Page teaches a method comprising: 

a) Receiving a request to perform a transaction on a service network from a 
client access device, the service network including a first service provider 
and a second service provider, registering with an object router that routes 
to remote networked software objects associated with the transaction, 
creating links between the client access device and a plurality of nodes 
each having a software object associated with the transaction via a 
common hub that is functionally interposed between the client access 
device and the plurality of nodes by routing to the software object of each 
node, remotely executing methods associated with each software object, 
and receiving transaction results, (col. 3, lines 31-61). 
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10) In considering claim 12, Page teaches using an application-accessible virtual 
information store that contains an object identification and a network address assigned 
to each software object to determine the network address of each software object and 
route to the network address. See col. 3, lines 55-61. 

1 1 )ln considering claim 13, it is inherent that the teachings of Page that the 
virtual information store includes using a distributed on-line service information base 
(DOLSIB). See col. 3, lines 55-61. 

12) ln considering claim 14, it is inherent that the teachings of Page that the 
network software object is accessed at the obtained network address. See col. 3, lines 
55-61. 

13) ln considering claim 15, Page further teaches using a stub object that allows 
remote execution of a method of a corresponding skeleton object that is the software 
object at the node. See col. 14, lines 30-65. 

14) ln considering claim 16, Page teaches returning the transaction results to the 
access device via the hub. See col. 3, lines 36-42. 
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15)ln considering claim 17, Page teaches executing a transaction involving a 
plurality of distributed networked software objects associated with service methods of 
each of a plurality of service providers by routing to each of the plurality of distributed 
networked software objects via a common network application that controls the 
transaction. See col. 3, lines 31-48. 



16) ln considering claim 18, Page teaches a system comprising: 

a) An interface to a client network access device to receive a request to 
perform a transaction from the access device, and a transactional 
application corresponding to the transaction, the transactional application 
functionally interposed between the client network access device and a 
plurality of service providers corresponding to the transaction to control 
access to and remote execution of methods associated with the software 
objects, (col. 3, lines 31-48). 

17) ln considering claim 19, Page further teaches the transactional application 
including a router that uses a DOLSIB to route to a plurality of distributed networked 
software objects each having a method associated with the transaction. See col. 3, 
lines 55-61. 
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18) ln considering claim 20, it is inherent that the teachings of Page that a switch 
in an application layer of a layered network communications model switches to the 
transactional application after receiving the request. See col. 3, lines 36-48. 

19) ln considering claim 21, Page teaches a remote software object associated 
with the transactional application functionally interposed between the network access 
device and an enterprise computer system of a service provider participant to interface 
with the enterprise computer system and utilize data of the enterprise computer system 
in a method. See col. 3, lines 31-48. 

20) ln considering claim 22, it is inherent that the teachings of Page that the 
distributed software objects are object-oriented software objects. See col. 3, lines 31- 
36. 

21 )ln considering claim 23, Page teaches a stub object corresponding to the 
geographically distributed software objects to allow remote access to the geographically 
distributed objects. See col. 14, lines 30-65. 

22)ln considering claim 24, Page teaches a system comprising: 

a) A server to store software and to execute software instructions, and hub 
means to control a service involving a plurality of service providers by 
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controllably routing to a plurality of software objects associated with the 
plurality of service providers, (col. 3, lines 31-48). 

23)ln considering claim 25, Page teaches the hub means including a network 
application and wherein the hub means is a hub means to route via a at least one link 
through the common network application. See col. 3, lines 42-48. 



Conclusion 

1 ) The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Page et al., U.S. Patent 5,329,619 discloses a network transaction portal to 
control multi-service provider transactions. 



2) Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (703) 
305-8760. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (703) 308-6687. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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